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omniscience, that is, a necessary knowledge of all
things, to Brahman, you make him dependent on
the objects, with reference to the act of knowing;
he cannot help knowing, just as we cannot help
seeing, even if we do not like it; and this would
be unworthy of Brahman.' This, no doubt, is
a very subtle objection, but the Vedantist meets
it boldly and says: ' The sun also, although his
heat and light are permanent, is nevertheless
designated as independent, when we say, "he
shines, he warms."' The Sdnkhya philosopher,
however, does not yield yet * The sun/ he re-
plies, 'must have objects to light and to warm,
whereas before the creation of the world, there
could not have been any objects on which
Brahman could shine, which he could have seen
or known/ And here the reply of the Vedantist
becomes very important ' First of all/ he says,
' the sun would shine, even if it had nothing to
^shine on. But, apart from that, Brahman was
before the creation of the world, and had always
something to know and think upon/